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Current Topics. 


Tue vacancy in the High Court occasioned by the death of 
Mr. Justice Wricut has been filled up by the appointment of 
Mr. A. T. Lawrence, K.O. The appointment increases the 
number of Cambridge men on the bench, the new judge 
having, like Lord Justice Romer, been at Trinity Hall. He 
took a first class in the Law Tri in 1867, four years 
after Lord Justice Romzr was Senior Wrangler, and seven years 
after Lord Justice Strrtine occupied the same position. He is 
recorder of Windsor, and has an extensive common law 

ractice. His recent appointment as Commissioner of Assize 

as been accepted as an intimation that he was destined for 

romotion to the bench, and it may be anticipated that his legal 
earning and experience will make him a useful member of the 
King’s Bench Division. 





THE PRESENT war between Russia and Japan is likely to give 
rise to a succession of questions as to the rights and liabilities 
of neutrals, We have already had discussion upon the nature 
of contraband, and upon the rights of a belligerent to visit 
with summary punishment a vessel carrying contraband, 
carried to a length which might easily involve serious 
consequences. During the past week attention has been 
concentrated on Shanghai, where the Russian war- 
ships, Zhe Askold and The Grosovoi, had taken refuge. The 
Japanese, who have been waiting outside the harbour, have 
insisted on these ships being either dismantled or leaving. If 
a neutral harbour is nee | for purposes of refitting with 
a view to warlike operations this is a violation of neutrality ; 
but otherwise the belligerent ship is entitled to rely upon the 
friendly assistance of the neutral, and the limits within which 
such assistance may be given are not strictly defined by inter- 
national law. It is customary, however, for P rages 2 nations 
to make their own rules on the subject, and those which govern 
our own conduct were published in the Proclamation of Neutrality 
issued last Febru Ships of war of either belligerent are 
prohibited from making use of any port or roadstead in a British 
possession as a place of resort for any warlike Fag or for 
obtaining any facilities for warlike equipment. they put into 
a British harbour they are bound to depart as soon after twenty- 
four hours as possible, except in case of stress of weather, 
or of requiring provisions or things necessary for the 





subsistence of the crew, or repairs. No supplies may be 
43 
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given except provisions and coals necessary for proceeding 
to the nearest port of their own country or to some nearer named 
neutral destination. And when ships of the two belligerents 
are in the same port, twenty-four hours must elapse between 
their departures. These rules are a reproduction, revised 
in certain particulars, of the rules which have been 
issued on previous occasions, and probably similar rules 
serve as a guidance for other neutral powers. In the 
present case the neutral power was China, which is hardly 
In @ position to enforce any rules at all, and had the Russian 
ships persisted, as seemed at one time probable, in an attempt 
to stay indefinitely for the purpose of refitting, a very serious 
crisis would have arisen. i appears, however, that orders have 
now been given by the Russian Government for their disarma- 
ment, and this matter, like others, has left the critical stage. 





A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, calls 
attention to a result of the Land Charges Act, 1900, which 
possibly was not contemplated by its authors. The Act, as its 
name implies, is primarily aimed at charges on land, and it 
regulates the manner in which a judgment becomes a charge on 
land. A judgment, so section 2 provides, is not to operate as a 
dliarge on land unless a writ or order for enforcing it is regis- 
téred under section 5 of the Land Charges Registration and 
Searches Act, 1888. Hence it is, so far as land is concerned, 
unnecessary to register the judgment, and the previous 
Judgments Acts are to a large extent repealed, and entries in 
the registers kept under them can only be made under an order 
of the High Court. But, as our correspondent points out, a 
registered judgment against a debtor who afterwards died 
insolvent had priority in the administration of his estate. The 
necessity for — was the result of the wording of section 3 
of the Law of Property Amendment Act, 1860 (Van Gheluive v. 
Nerinckz, 30 W. R. 789, 21 Ch. D. 189), and where the judgment 
was obtained against the personal representatives of the debtor, 
it had priority, whether registered or not: Jennings v. Rigby (338 
Beav. 198), Re Maggi (30 W. R. 729, 20 Oh. D. 545). But 
section 3 of the Act of 1860 has been repealed and the register 
of judgments kept under it for ordinary purposes closed. 
It might be argued, therefore, that registration is no longer 
necessary in order to enable a creditor who has obtained judg- 
ment in the debtor’s lifetime to gain priority. In fact, however, 
the whole question appears to have lost practical importance, 
not through any undesigned effect of the Land Charges Act, 
1900, as our correspondent suggests, but in consequence of 
section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, which introduces into 
the administration of insolvent estates the rule of payment of all 
debts pari passu which prevails in winding up. It was held, 
indeed, in Le Maggi (supra), that this did not abolish the priority 
of judgment creditors; but the ratio decidendi of that case is not 
compatible with the judgment of the Court of A in Re 
Whattaker (49 W. R. 106; 1901, 1 Oh. 9), and Re Maggi is over- 
ruled. Apparently, therefore, judgment creditors have lost any 
poy in insolveney which they formerly had, whether existing 

y virtue of registration or not. 





Tie Court or Arprat in Re Bowlby (ante, p. 698) have over- 
ruled the construction placed upon section 43 (2) of the Con- 
veyancing Act, 1881, by Buoxrzy, J.,in Re Scott (50 W. R. 
454; 1902, 1 Ch. 918). That section, by sub-section 1, allows 
trustees to provide maintenance for an infant out of the income 
of a fund to which he is entitled for life or any greater interest, 
and whether absolutely or contingently ; though it has been held 
that this provision, so far as regards contingent interests, only 
applies where, — the contingency happening, the preceding 
income follows the title to the corpus : Dickson (33 W. R. 
511, 29 Ch. D. 331), But if the section applies, and an allow- 
ancé for maintenance is made under sub-section 1, then sub- 
section 2 provides that the trustees shall accumulate the residue 
of the income, “and shall hold those accumulations for 
the benefit of the mn who ultimately becomes entitled to 
the pr from which the same arise.”” In a case where the 
infant’s e is settled, so that upon attaining twenty-one 
he becomes entitled as tenant for life only, to whom are 


phrase “the property from which the same arise,” and fh, 
natural course is to regard these words as indicating fh, 
corpus of the property which has produced the income. In that 
case the accumulations will be added to the corpus, and the 
tenant for life will only get the benefit of the income of the 
accumulations. More probably, however, a testator or settlor 
would desire that the accumulations should be treated as income 
and should be paid over to the tenant for life, and ip 
Re Wells (88 W. R. 327, 43 Oh. D. 281) Nortu, 
J., suggested that the word “property” in the sub. 
section might refer, not to capital, but to the income 
itself which had been accumulating, and effect was given to 
this suggestion by Buoxtey, J., in Re Scott (supra). The words, 
he said, might be read as follows: “And shall hold those 
accumulations for the benefit of the _— who in the events 
which happen becomes entitled to the property (namely, the 
income) from the accumulation of which the accumulations 
arise.” But this rendering appears to place a strained construc. 
tion upon the language of the sub-section, and although under 
such circumstances the tenant for life might not unreasonably 
expect to have the accumulations of income paid over to him, 
such a course, it has now been held by the Court of Appeal, is at 
variance with the statute. Vavenan Wittiams, L.J. (Weekly 
Notes, 1904, p. 172), spoke of the opposite construction as 
involving ‘‘an intolerable degree of looseness in the use of 
language,” an expression which apparently was taken from 
Hood & Challis’s Conveyancing, &c., Acts (6th ed., p. 128), 
and in future the strict construction of the section will be 
adopted. 





AN INTERESTING question as to the ownership of a tree on 
the confines of adjacent tenements came recently before 
the judge of the county court of MHolbeach in the 
case of Speed v. Money and Musson (ante, p. 674). The 
action was to recover £8 damages for entering the plaintiff's 
garden and cutting down an ash tree and converting it to the use 
of the defendants. The plaintiff and the defendant Monzy were 
the owners of two adjoining plots of land fronting a high road 
and separated by a hedge at the end of which, furthest from 
the road, grew an ash tree of considerable age. The defendant 
Musson had felled and removed the ash tree, which his employers 
had purchased from the defendant Mowzy. It appeared from 
the evidence of witnesses, and from maps which were produced, 
that the tree many years ago had stood somewhat further upon 
the defendant Monzy’s land, though for some years past it had 
been rather more on the plaintiff’s land. The surveyors on both 
sides agreed that the roots still extended into the land 
of both parties, there being probably more roots in the 
plaintiff's land than in that of the defendant. It was shewn that 
the hedge had been trimmed on both sides frequently by 


plaintiff. The law relating to the subject is stated in the nisi 
prius case of Holder y. Coates (Mood. & M. 112). In an action 
of trespass for cutting a tree belonging to the plaintiff it was 
shewn that the plaintiff's land and that of the defendant 
adjoined each other, the plaintiff’s land being rather the higher, 
and the separation between the two being by a hedge belonging 
to the plaintiff and standing at the extremity of his ground on 
the bank or declivity descending to that of the defendant. The 
trunk of the tree stood in the defendant’s land, but some of the 
lateral or spur roots grew into the land of both parties, and 
evidence was given on the part of the plaintiff to shew that there 
was no tap root and that all the principal roots from which the 
tree derived its main nourishment were those which grew iuto 
the plaintiff's land. The defendant, on the other hand, gave 
evidence that there was a tap root bape gee in his land, 
and that the spur roots grew alike in the lands of both 
parties. On the part of the defendant it was contended that, 
upon the evidence, the tree must be taken as belong: 
ing entirely to his land, but that, at all events 
it derived’ part of its nourishment from his land, asd 
that the plaintiff and defendant in that case would be tenants im 
common of the tree according to Waterman v. Soper (1 Ld. Raym. 
737). Lrrrnepaue, J., in summing up the case to the jury, sai 

that, as to the proportion of nourishment derived by the tte? 





the accumulations to go? This depends on the meaning of the 
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tively, he did not see on what grounds the jury could find for 
either party, but that the safest criterion for them would be to 
ider whether, from the evidence given as to the situation of 
the trunk of the tree above the root and the roots within it, they 
gould ascertain where the tree was first sown or planted. If 
they thought it was first set in the land of the plaintiff they 
would find a verdict for him; for the defendant if the tree had 
teen originally setin his land. The county court judge adopted 
this ruling, and he found as a fact that the tree was originally 
planted on land now belonging to the defendant Money, though 
it had gradually moved its position through the subsidence of a 
bank of the dyke on or near which it was ted, so that the 
trunk was, when cut down, wholly on the plaintiff's land, but a 
small portion of the roots was still growing on the defendant’s 
land. Upon this finding the defendants were entitled to judg- 


ment. ; 





We READ in one of the evening newspapers that in a trial in 
one of the American State courts in which a man was 
charged with stealing lead from the roof of a building his 
counsel successfully objected that he could not be convicted of 
larceny, for the lead was no longer a personal chattel but had 
become part of the building, and there could not be larceny of 
real estate. We are disposed to think that the case is not 
accurately reported. It is true that under the common law there 
cannot be larceny of anything adhering to the soil, such asa 
tree, grass, standing grain, or copper or lead attached to 
abuilding. But itis distinctly stated in Bishop on Criminal 
Law, an American text-book of authority, that widely, perhaps 
universally, in the States the articles above referred to and other 
like things have been made the subjects of statutory larceny. 
It is unnecessary to say that in this country the common law 
rule that things savouring of the realty cannot be the subject of 
larceny would, in a similar charge, have afforded no defence, since 
the offence of stealing metal affixed to any building is, under 
section 31 of the Larceny Act, 1861, liable to be punished as 


simple larceny. 








The Right of a Mortgagee to 


Fixtures. 


Tux decision of the House of Lords in Reynolds v. William Ashby 

Son (Limited) (Times, 6th inst.) perpetuates the rule of law 
y which a mortgagee may have his security improved by the 
affixing by the mortgagor of trade chattels which have never 
become the property of the mortgagor; in other words, at the 
expense of a third person who was no party to the mortgage trans- 
action. If the strict rule as to fixtures becoming a part of the soil, 
and following the ownership of the soil, is tobe applied, then there 
appears to be no escape from this conclusion. The land and 
buildings belong to the mortgagee, and whatever the mortgagor 
attaches to them while he remains in possession becomes a part 
of the realty, and equally belongs to the mortgagee. But 
the injustice of the rule has prevented its strict application, and, 
as is well known, it has been relaxed, both by judicial 
decision and by statute, as between landlord and tenant. As 
between mortgagor and mortgagee, however, there has been no 
such relaxation, and the mortgagee is entitled to all additions made 
by the mortgagor during the continuance of the security. In 
Climie v. Wood (L. R. 3 Ex. 257), where the mortgagee was 
claiming a trade fixture, Kztty, O.B., said: “It is a case 
etween mortgagor and mortgagee, and no authority has been 
cited to shew that a mortgagor is entitled to remove such trade 
fixtures,” 

Where the articles belonged to the mortgagor before they 
Were affixed to the property, no objection can be taken to this 
doctrine. The property is the security for the mo r’s own 
debt, and if he chooses to increase the value of the security 
this increment may well enure for the benefit of the mortgagee. 
But where the increased value is given to the property 
at the expense of a third party very different con- 
siderations arise, and the case seems to call as loudly 
fr @ relaxation of the strict rule as where the question 
arises between landlord and tenant. It is not surprising, there- 











fore, that the courts have on some occasions endeayoured to find 
a pretext for refusing to allow the mortgagee to have the benefit 
of fixtures which, apart from the ical common law rule, 
would clearly belong to a third - In Cumberland Union 
Banking Co. v. Maryport Iron and Steel Co, (1892, 1 Ob, 415) 
Norra, J., boldly ignored the common law rule, and held that it 
was not in the power of the mortgagors to confer on the mort- 
gagees a better title than the mortgagors themselves had. But 
this reasonable result is so mipeaing from a legal point of view 
that it has been questioned whether the learned judge meant 
what he said, while, if he did so mean, he was wrong: see 
Hobson v. Gorringe (45 W. R. 356; 1897, 1 Ch. 182, at p. 189). 

In Gough v. Wood & Co. (42 W. R. 469; 1894, 1 Q. B, 713 
the Court of Appeal recognized the applicability of the technic; 
rule, but found a way of escaping from it on the facts of the 
particular case. ‘‘The old law,” said Livprey, L.J., ‘‘ expressed 
in the maxim Quicquid plantatur solo, solo cedit, altho f much 
relaxed since the days of the year-books, has not oat ae re- 
placed by the rule which prevents the owner of real property 
from granting a better title than he himself has; nor has the 
maxim in question yet given way to the ordinary rules which 
are applicable to the of chattels whilst still unfixed to land.” 
The chattel in question, however, had been affixed after the 
mortgage and while the ‘mortgagor was in possession, 
and had also been ro ee by the true owner while 
the mortgagor remain in — and it was 
held that” the mortgagee, by leaving the mortgagor in 
possession, had impliedly authorized him to hire and fix on 
the premises fixtures necessary for his business, and to agree 
with the owner of the fixtures that the owner should be at libe 
to remove them at the end of the time for which they were hived. 
“Unless,” observed Lixpugy, L.J., ‘ this be so, persons dealing 
bond fide with mortgagors in possession will be exposed to very 
unreasonable risks; and honest business with them will be 
seriously impeded.” 

This very sensible doctrine depended, of course, for its proper 
operation upon the right of the owner of the guondam chattels to 
remove them at any time; that is, if there was an implied 
licence to the mortgagor to bring things upon the land under a 
hire and purchase agreement, and to agree with the owner for 


their removal, this licence should not be made determinable by the 


mere fact of the mortgagee entering into possession. This would be 


to make the doctrine, which had been introduced in favour of the 
owners of chattels, in the majority of cases futile. In Hobson v. 
Gorringe (supra) it was not necessary to decide this point, inasmuch 
as the mortgage was taken after the chattel was affixed to the 
land and without notice of the hire agreement, but the Court of 
Appeal held that, even if there had been a licence to remove 
the chattel, it would have been determined by the mortgagee 
entering into possesion. And the same view was taken when the 

resent case of Reynolds v. William Ashby § Son (Limited) was 

efore the Court of Appeal (52 W. R. 405; 1903, 1 K. B. 87). 
“Tt may be,” said Romer, LJ., “that, until the mortgagee 
takes possession of the premises, there is an implied licence by 
him to the mortgagor in the ordinary course of business to remove 
or changemachinery attached tothe premises . . . but any such 
implied licence would cease, I think, when possession was taken by 
the mortgagee. I cannot see my way to infer any licence which 
would then entitle the plaintiff to remove these machines.” And 
the learned Lord Justice added that it would be very dangerous if 
anything like a general authority to the mo r to deal with 
or affect the mortgaged property could be implied from the mere 
fact that the mortgagee o not taken possession of it. 

Any observation of this kind as to _ — > eoachentase 
may be easily met b inting to the eq anger to the 
pa ie of chattels if » A moans are to be allowed to benefit 
at their expense; but the doctrine in favour of mortgagees 
has been adopted in the House of Lords as indisputable, and 
the judgments there delivered add nothing to what has been 
already said on the question. In all these cases, of course, there 
is the preliminary question whether the chattels have in fact 
become fixtures, a question which itself is beset by no little 
difficulty, and with this part of the case the judgments erpepr 
to have been chiefly concerned. But when it had been held 
that the chattels were fixtures it was treated as clear that all 
property in them had become yested in the mortgagee. Lord 
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Liypizy was one of the law lords who joined in the decision, | to this ¢ 
but he gave no hint that he was prepared to carry any further | C ases of the W eek. 1902, “ps 
the equitable doctrine in favour of owners of chattels which he | I we 
had advanced in Gough v. Wood § Co. (supra). On the con- Before the Vacation Judge. sald be 
trary, he acquiesced in the limitation put upon the doctrine iN WILL AND OTHERS v, CORPORATION OF THE GOVERNOR amp pany it : 
Hobson v. Gorringe (supra), and observed that that case was in| COMPANY OF THE CHELSEA WATERWORKS AND OTHERS, could n 
his view rightly decided. | 24th August. wes 
As the law is now settled, therefore, the owner of chattels, | Water Company—DistrinvuTIon oF CoMPENSATION—DIFFERENT CLASses yp BicHA! 
who lets them on a hire-purchase agreement to the occupier of| Sxarenotpers—Ricat ro Reavisrrion Mzermvc—Merropouis Warm the class 
land which is already in mortgage, may be entitled to remove; Act, 1902 (2 En. 7, c. 41), Scuupute IV. £20,000 1 
them before the mortgagee goes into possession ; though it would| ‘This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs that the defendant oer 
not, perhaps, be prudent to treat Gough v. Wood as a perfectly , corporation, its servants and agents, might be restrained by injunction ati 
trustworthy authority for this statement. But in other cases the | °™ proceeding with the distribution of the compensation paid to then JR PI, 
“ee . under the Metropolis Water Act, 1902, until the trial of the action or until J. f. 

owner of the chattels loses his right therein so soon as they have ‘er Sons, Cow 

further order. The defendant corporation is one of the Londo 

been affixed to the land. It follows that he should, before | water companies whose undertakings have recently passed to the 
entering into such an agreement, ascertain whether there is any| Water Board under the Metropolis Water Act, 1902, and ITALIA} 

mortgage on the.property, and, if there is, he should require the > a 2 a otal a ot 

ney. , % 
consent of the mortgagee to the removal of the chattels upon able to the defendants by the Water Board was fixed by the com Company 
default being made. In course of time, it may be hoped, the arbitration appointed under the Act at £3,305,700. In accordance TIONIS’ 
advantage given to persons interested in the realty, as against | with section 2 of the Act an agreement was entered into with the OnpER 
the owners of chattels which have become fixtures, will be | Water Board by which it was agreed that £3,287,893, part of the 1889 ( 
modified by statute compensation, was to be satisfied in Metropolitan Water Stock B, 48), 8. 
. taken at the rate of £109 10s. of such stock for every £10 This v 
cash compensation, making the amount of the Metropolitan Water Stock defendat 
to be issued to the company £3,600,242 16s. 8d., which stock is to be Fraser, 1 
C d issued on the 1st of September next, and the balance of £17,807, whichis further ¢ 
orr espon ence. payable in cash, is to be paid on the same date. By the Metropolis Water with the 
Act, 1902, Schedule IV., ‘‘ Within three months after the ascertainment of junction 
Land Charg es Act, Igoo. any compensation to which a metropolitan water company become entitled holding 
— ae eka under this Act, in consideration for the transfer of their undertaking, the compan} 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] directors of the company shall prepare a scheme for the application and from ac 
Sir,—I have never seen any discussion of the effect of section 2, | distribution thereof. Any such scheme shall provide for the payment and tary of t 
sub-section 3, of the above Act in depriving judgment creditors of, or | 1ischarge of any liability which under this Act is to continue as a liability the synd 
impeding them in obtaining, the preference in the administration of | °f the company or is not otherwise provided for, and may provide for pay- concessi 
the estates of their deceased debtors which they could previously ment of any sum in consideration of loss of office, or in recognition of any The cap’ 
iain ty sihaeaieed teat tind t special services rendered to the company. The directors shall send by post exceptio 
° Fe ee eee 4 q hich i a copy of the scheme to each shareholder (which term also includes 4 and pai¢ 
Under the previous law registered judgments stood very high in the | .tockholder or proprietor) of the company, and, for the purposes of this pot a 
order for payment of different species of debts, being postponed | section, the persons appearing as shareholders in the books of fers ha 
only to certain Crown debts and debts to which particular statutes | the company shall be deemed to be shareholders and of the clas Cooper 2 
gave priority. A diligent creditor could thus go far towards securing | there appearing, and any document shall be sufficiently sent to any share- Largie, | 
his debt by registering his judgment in a case where the debtor | holder by being posted to him at his address as appearing in the books of give effe 
was likely to die insolvent. the company. If, within one month after the sending of the copies afore- clause 5 
i The above sub-section provides that, except under an order of the | said, any shareholder or shareholders, the aggregate nominal value of an origi? 
i High Court, no entry shall be made in any register kept under certain | Whose shares (which term also includes stock) is not less than £20,000, that the 
Le sections of various Acts of Parliament which seem to exhaust the list oe writing addressed to the secretary of poe te a 4 , "if ther that names 
ii of Acts under which judgments were previously registered. I am | th s¢ — be ap ye ed xe an. rg shareho red ie G : oa hich shares t 
He ot aware whether any practice has arisen of making orders under | ™0%@ than one class of shareholders of the company) of the class to w' — 
a this - 1 if h : ® d Ser such shareholder or shareholders belong, the directors shall forthwith the com: 
i section, and, if so, what circumstances are required to justify | .4mmon such meeting accordingly, by giving not less than four to be ¢ 
iy the court m making the order. PF teen days’ notice thereof by post to each shareholder of the that an 
iW The Act is entitled ‘‘ An Act to amend the law relating to charges | company, or to each shareholder of the class concerned, as the cas held of 
H d on land and to matters connected therewith,” and it seems a pity that | may be. If a majority in value of the shareholders or of the share- : 
Hh by a sort of side-wind it should deprive diligent creditors of rights | holders of a particular class, as the case may be, by resolution the sig 
He they formerly possessed quite unconnected with charges on land. passed at such meeting, dissent from such scheme, the directors shall on and « 
NE Aug. 18, forthwith submit the matter by petition to the Chancery Division of the requisiti 
aa g , “a se s High Court, and the court shall, after hearing all proper parties, make such Largie « 
At [See observations under ‘“‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. S.J.] order as to the application and distribution of the compensation to which standin; 
ia : the company are entitled under this Act as under all the circumstances compan 
ite of the case, and having regard to the various interests of the parties of the is 
i the nature of such interest, may be considered just and equitable. Any then du 
at; N CW Orders, &c. scheme not required to be submitted toa meeting of shareholders, or as to general 
if ; which no such resolution of dissent as aforesaid shall have been passed, objects 
+ Colonial Stock Act, 1900. any order of court made hereunder shall have effect as if the same were deposit 
Ht 63 & 64 Vi 69 enacted by this Act, and shall be binding upon all persons affected thereby. ments 
i (63 & 64 Vict. c. 62.) In support of the motion it was said that as certain shareholders in the the Int 
i Pursuant to section 2 of the ‘‘ Colonial Stock Act, 1900,’ the | defendant company were of opinion that the scheme for distribution wa “ Unles 
if Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice unfair to the rights of the preference stockholders, circulars were —a include 
ie that the provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of | the stockholders asking them to send in requisitions for the scheme to Largie, 
ia? a * ‘ as : : : . Viel submitted to meetings of shareholders as provided in Schedule IV. aoove assumir 
a t~e undermentioned Stock, registered or inscribed in the United , . Pp ‘irculals . 
ry Kingdom. set out. The directors of the defendant company also sent two circ resoluti 
Ht: ae, to the stockholders stating that the opinions expressed in the circulars amongs 
if : pee yr serayeres sent on behalf of the shareholders were unfounded, and requesting stock the def 
ite 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1929-1954), holders who had sent in requisitions to sign a withdrawal form. On the Tt was 
The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section (2), of the | 6th of August a letter was sent to the defeydant company asking @ 1900, pr 
“Trustee Act, 1893.” apply to the above stock (see ‘‘ Colonial Stock | behalf of the plaintiffs whether or not requisitions signed by stockholdes “ Tf the 
Act, 1900,” section 2). holding in the aggregate not less than £20,000 were sent in to the held wi 
Treasury Chambers, Whitehall, August, 1904. company, and whether or not the directors proposed to submit, the section: 
. Seitdn a scheme to any and, if so, what meetings. The only answer received them in 
the defendants was that the letter had been sent to their solicitors # “ the re 
answer. There were two objections to the signatures. The first objectia Mr. Cox 
Lady Reid, the wife of Sir Robert Reid, K.C., M.P., died on Tuesday, | was that in some cases only one of several joint holders signed, and tion of 1 
the 23rd inst., at Lochanhead-house, near Dumfries. The deceased lady | second that in other cases the signatories were not on the registét precede 
had a severe and protracted illness last winter and had since made only a| [Bicuam, J.—If you exclude all those who are not on the regis register 
partial recovery. Lady Reid was an active supporter of the Liberal | does it leave you with £20,000?—Yes. £21500.] By section 78 formed 
cause, and accompanied her husband on the platform at meetings in all| the Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, “‘If several pé Biex. 
parts of the country at which he spoke. She was very popular in the | be jointly entitled to a share, the person whose name stands first in the uisitio 
county of Dumfries, which her husband has represented since 1886. She | register of shareholders as one of the owners of such share shall, for toniat, 
‘was married to Sir Robert Reid in 1871, purpose of voting, be deemed the sole proprietor thereof.” That 4 As to tl 
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jo this case. Further, Schedule IV. of the Metropolis Water Act, 
1902, nowhere said that there must be 20,000 of any particular class which 
desired a meeting to be called. Such an sce rrp would be unrea- 
gnable. One class consisted of 2,000 shareholders only, and the result 
would be that they would have no remedy at all. For the defendant com- 

y it was submitted that it was clear that the ordinary shareholders 
could not compel a meeting of preference shareholders. It must be a 
meeting of the class to which the shareholders requiring it to be held 

d. 

ae J., in giving judgment, said that in this case shareholders of 
the class for which the meeting was required had not to the amount of 
£20,000 made requisitions in compliance with the Act of 1902. Apart 
from any question of detail as to the validity in particular cases, the 

uisitions were at the utmost less than £20,000 of each class, and the 
application failed and must be dismissed with costs.—CounsEL, Moulton ; 
IF. Waggett and E. Hollams. Souscrrors, Slaughter § May; Hollams, 
Sons, Coward, § Hawkesley. 

[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


ITALIAN RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION (LIM.) v. COOPER AND OTHERS. 
24th August. 


CompANY—REQUISITION FoR SHAREHOLDERS’ MertiInc—NvumbeEr or Reqvisi- 
TIONISTS—ORDER FOR REO#IFICATION OF REGISTER—NON-COMPLIANCE WITH 
OrpeR—VoTEe BY SHAREHOLDER Nort on ReGistTER—INTERPRETATION ACT, 
1889 (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 63), s. 1—Compantes Act, 1900 (63 & 64 VicrT. c. 
48), 8, 13. 

This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs for an order that the 
defendants, Charles Cooper, John Cooper, James Doyle, and Alexander 
Fraser, might be restrained by injunction, until the trial of the action or 
further order, from acting as directors or managing directors of, or dealing 
with the funds of or using the seal of the plaintiff company, and an in- 
junction to restrain the said defendants from representing themselves or 
holding themselves out as directors or managing directors of the plaintiff 
company, and an injunction to restrain the defendant A. G. Hog 
from acting as, or representing himself as acting as, the secre- 
tary of the plaintiff company. In support of the motion it was said that 
the syndicate was formed for the purpose of acquiring and dealing with a 
concession from the Italian Government for the construction of a railway. 
The capital was £100, divided into 100 shares of £1 each, which, with the 
exception of the seven shares allotted to the signatories, were applied for 
and paid for in the name of Mr. W. G. Largie, a curate, who still held 66 
shares, the remainder having been transferred to various persons. Trans- 
fers had been presented for registration on the part of Charles 
Cooper and Mrs. Hog of four shares and one share respectively from Mr. 
Largie, but the directors, having carefully considered the same, declined to 
give effect to the transfers in virtue of the power conferred on them by 
clause 5 of the articles of association. Mr. Largie and Mr. Cooper issued 
an originating summons in the King’s Bench Division asking for an order 
that the register of members of the company might be rectified and the 
names of Mr. Cooper and Mrs. Hog inserted therein in respect of the 
shares transferred to them, and an order was made in the terms of the 
summons. Mr. George Harris, one of the plaintiffs and a shareholder in 
the company, received a notice dated the Ist of August, 1904, purporting 
to be given under section 13 of the Companies Act, 1900, stating 
that an extraordinary general meeting of the company would be 
held on Tuesday, the 9th of August, 1904. The meeting was 
stated in the notice to be convened by ‘‘the undersigned, being 
the signatory to the requisition duly served upon the company 
on and dated the 16th of July, 1904. (Signed) W. Gorpon Lararr.’’ The 
requisition of the 16th of July, 1904, was also signed by the defendant 
largie only. By section 13 of the Companies Act, 1900: ‘‘ (1) Notwith- 
standing anything in the regulations of a company, the directors of a 
company shall, on the requisition of the holders of not less than one-tenth 
of the issued capital of the company upon which all calls or other sums 
then due have been paid, forthwith proceed to convene an extraordinary 
general meeting of the company; (2) the requisition must state the 
objects of the meeting, and must be signed by the requisitionists and 
deposited at the office of the company, and may consist of several docu- 
ments in like form each signed by one or more requisitionists.””’ By 
the Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 63), s. 1, sub-section 1 
“Unless a contrary intention appears, words in the plural shall 
include the singular.’”” The only shareholder who attended was Mr. 
Largie, but Mr. C. Cooper and Mrs. Hog attended the meeting, and 
assuming to act as shareholders, assisted in the passing of the 
resolutions embodied in the notice of the Ist of August, 1904, and 
amongst other resolutions purported to appoint Mr. ©. Cooper and 
the defendants Alex. Fraser, John Cooper, and James Doyle as directors, 
It was submitted that sub-section 3 of section 13 of the Companies Act, 
1900, prevented one shareholder convening a meeting, as it provides that 
‘If the directors of the company do not proceed to cause a meeting to be 
held within twenty-one days from the date of the requisition ’’ under sub- 
sections 1 and 2 being deposited, ‘‘ the requisitionists, or a majority of 
them in value, may themselves convene the meeting. .’ The words 

the requisitionists ” shewed that there must be more than one. Further, 

Mr. Goeper and Mrs. Hog were not shareholders, as the order for rectifica- 
tion of the register had not yet been complied with, and it was a condition 
precedent to membership that their names should actually be on the 
register: Nichol’s case (29 Ch. D. 421). There was therefore no quorum 
formed at the meeting. The defendants were not called on. 

Bicuam, J., in giving judgment said that in his opinion the word ‘“‘ re- 
quisitionists ”” in section 13 of the Act of 1900 included a single requisi- 

, and therefore a single shareholder could convene the meeting. 
As to the second point, without finally deciding it at the present stage, his 


impression was that an order having been made for the rectification of the 
register, Mr. C. Cooper and Mrs. Hog had a right to attend the meeting 
and vote. There would be no order except that the costs be costs in the 
action.—CounseL, Bramwell Davis, K.C., and Mossop ; Gore-Browne, K.C., 
and Hilton Young. Souicrrors, Hewlett, Birch-Reynardson, § Bucknill ; 
Mayo, Elder, § Co. 

[Reported by J. E. Anpous, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 
WERNER MOTORS (LIM.) v. A. W. @AMAGE (LIM). No. 2. 
llth August. 


DerstGN—REGISTRATION—INFRINGEMENT—PATENT FOR SAME INVENTION AS 
RecisterED Dest¢N—Parents, Desiens, AND TrapE-Marxs Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vicr. c, 57), ss, 13, 47. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Byrne, J. (reported 1904, 1 Oh. 
264). On the 8th of November, 1901, the plaintiffs applied for a patent 
for a frame for motor cycles. The provisional specification contained no 
drawings. On the 18th of November, 1901, the plaintiffs applied for and 
obtained registration of a design for motor cycles. On the 8th of August, 
1902, the plaintiffs filed the complete specification of the patent contain- 
ing a plan identical with the registered design. The patent was granted 
on the 23rd of October, 1902, as of the 8th of November, 1901. The 
present action was brought by the plaintiffs for an injunction to restrain 
the defendants from applying for the p of sale to motor cycles the 
plaintiffs’ registered design or any fraudulent or obvious, imitation there- 
of. Byrne, J., granted the injunction. The defendants appealed. 

Tue Covrr (VavcHan Wiui1aMs, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 


dismissed the appeal. 

Vaucian WitiiaMs, L.J.—This is an appeal in an action brought for 
infringement of a registered design for motor cycles against a decision of 
Byrne, J., whereby he gave judgment against the defendants and granted 
an injunction against them with an agreed sum for damages. I agree 
with Byrne, J., in his finding of fact, and therefore the only question 
which remains to be disposed of is the question of law whether the 
registration of the design is invalidated by the grant of the letters patent. 
Section 13 of the Patents Act, 1883, provides that every patent shall be 
dated and sealed as of the date of application provided that no proceedings 
shall be taken in respect of an infringement committed before the publica- 
tion of the complete specification. It is said that the registration of the 
design is invalidated because the Crown cannot grant the sole right of 
manufacturing an article to two different persons, and can, by the Statute 
of Monopolies, only grant it to the first and true inventor. It is argued 
that, having regard to the dates in this case, the Crown had before the date 
of the registration of the design already granted the sole right to make the 
article before the design was applied for. A purchaser, it is said, from the 
patentee is entitled to do what he likes with the article he has bought, and 
ought not to be prevented by the proprietor of a registered design from 
so doing. I think that the answer to this contention is that the 
logical result of the argument, if sound, is that there cannot 
be a patent and a design for the same article. This, I think, is not 
supported by authority. The grant of letters patent and the statutory 
copyright of the proprietor of the design are different in their nature and 
effect. There is only one grant, and that is of the letters patent, not of 
the copyright. The copyright only gives protection to the shape aud 
configuration, although the result of such protection may be to secure im- 
portant advantages such as attend mechanical contrivances which might be 
good subject-matter fora patent: see Hecla Foundry Co. v. Walker (14A4.C.550), 
The fact that the design is calculated to serve some useful purpose leaves 
it open to every member of the — to attain the same end by using an 
article which differs from it in shape and configuration: idid. Byrne, J., 
says that patent right and copyright may co-exist. I think this is right, 
but I do not mean to say that registration of a design which secures some 
mechanical advantages may not as an anticipation prevent the valid grant 
of subsequent letters patent. I think it might doso whether the applicant 
was the proprietor of the design or a stranger. It is s ted that the 
grant of a patent having regard to the dates prevents the design being new 
and original within section 47 of the Act of 1883. In the case of astranger 
to the letters patent this clearly would not be the result, and I think it 
would not be so in the case of a patentee who registers the design between 
the date of a provisional specification’ without drawings and a complete 
specification with a drawing identical with the design, unless the patentee 
is insome way estopped from asserting the truth that the design at the 
date of the application to register was new because he subsequently 
obtained letters patent having a statutory date prior to that of the appli- 








cation to registerthe design. I have some doubt on the point, but I 
cannot find any estoppel or any ground for putting the plaintiffs to an 
election between the patent and the copyright. 

Romer and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred.—Counsgt, Cripps, K.C., 








Terrell, K.C., and Graham ; Walter and Kerly. Soutcrrors, Ward, Perks, ¢ 
McKay ; J. B. §& F. Purchase. 
[Reported by J. I. Srieuixe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





The barristers appointed to revise the list of Parliamentary voters over 
England and Wales will hold their respective courts from the 8th of 





September to the 12th of October inclusive, 
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Obituary. 


Mr. George Curtis Price. 


Mr. George Curtis Price, barrister-at-law, who died on the 21st inst., 
was the son of Mr. Thomas Price, of Corbet’s Tye, Essex. He was 
educated at Brentwood and Trinity Hall, Cambridge, and was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in April, 1866. He had an extensive practice asa 
conveyancer and equity draftsman, and fought with success some cele- 
brated Chancery cases, amongst others the litigation in Re Agar Ellis Infants 
in 1878. Mr. Price was a strong Churchman and Conservative, and 
was chairman of the Harrow Division Central Conservative Association, 
which position he had held for ten years. He wasaJ.P. for the county of 
Middlesex, 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


James Partripcr Carett, Coartes Henry Metsome, Grorce Duncan 
Grey, and Ernest WatTer Bonnor, solicitors (Grey, Capell,.& Melsome), 
Weston-super-Mare, June 30, So far as regards the said Ernest Walter 
Bonnor, [ Gazette, Aug. 19. 





General. 


Mr. Justice Bigham finds he can dispose of the King’s Bench 
summonses in one day a week instead of two, and in future he will 
sit at Judges’ Chambers on Thursdays only and not on Tuesdays. 
The learned judge will sit in the Vacation Court on Wednesdays in future 
at 10.30 instead of 11 o’clock as hitherto. 


In consequence of extensive work in connection with the electric 
lighting the Inner Temple library will be closed from the 5th of September 
to the Ist of October inclusive. Members of the inn will, by the courtesy 
of the Treasurer and Benchers of the Middle Temple, be permitted to use 
the library of that inn during the period that their own is shut. 


An interesting specimen of the retort courteous comes, says the Globe, 
from the Old Bailey. A well-known advorate having called a witness 
bearing the name of John Jones, the learned judge complained that he 
could not find his deposition. Counsel: You will find it, my lord, to- 
wards the end of the bundle. Judge (looking through the depositions 
with signs of impatience): Really, Mr. ——, it is very inconvenient to 
have witnesses culled out of their proper order. Counsel (to witness) : 
John Jones, stand down! (To the judge): Will your lordship be good 
enough to say which witness you would like to be called. Judge: Surely 
it is no business of mine, Mr. , to instruct you how to conduct 
your case. Counsel: That, my lord, is precisely the view I had enter- 
tained. John Jones!’ and the witness reappeared in the box. 


A curious defence, says the Daily News, was raised at Greenwich, on 
Wednesday last, when the secretary of the Brockley Bowling Club was 
summoned for rates in respect of the ground. The ground is attached to 
the Brockley Presbyterian Church, and Mr. Winser, for the defence, 
argued that it was exempt from rating on the ground that it was used 
exclusively for public or religious worship. It had been used for tennis, 
tea-fights, &c. Mr. Baggallay asked if tennis or a tea-fight was public 
or religious worship. Mr. Winser thought it was. No rent, he said, 
was paid, and the ground was practically part of the church. In 
the result Mr. Baggallay said that in Scotland it had been decided that a 
church where temperance meetings, penny readings, and the like were 
held was not exempt from rating. Salvation Army barracks were not 
exempt. He did not think bowling on a bowling-green an act of public 
worship, and he should allow the rate. 











Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fatway, Aug 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1n Caancery. 

A Boovstavsxy & Co, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 17, directed to be 
heard Oct Brown & Co, Finsbury pvmt, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than six o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Apvestisixe Co, Birxennzeav, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 10, to 


send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to William 
Leach Jackson, 41, North John st, Liverpool 


Bairisu Cyawipes Co, Limirep (1x Votuxtary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
Wragge & Co, 


Cumsincuam & Co, Linirzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 29, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Cunningham, 


or before Sept 30, to send their names and 
or claims, to Walter Newton Fisher, 4, Waterloo st, Birmingham. 
Birmingham, solors for liquidator 


24, Grove rd, Eastbourne 


Dias, Scartetr & Co, Liurren—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Bridger 

: Norton, 20 and 21, Lawrence ln. Rowe & Wilkie, Wool Exchange, solors for liquidator 
G upozox & Sons, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 20, to send their 
name and addresses their debts or claims, to Arthur James 
Robert Gooderson, 27, Clement’s In, Lombard st, Warner & Kirby, Winchester, solors 


. and the particulars of 
for liquidator 


Liverroot anp Axm SywpicaTE, Liwitep (1n Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, oy 

or before Sept 30, to send their names and addresses, the oo of their 

or claims, to Athelstan Dangerfield, 56, Cannon st. Allen & Co, Philpot In, solors for 

liquidator j Z 

Maison Hexssonyer, Lunrep (1x_Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before 

Oct 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, tp 

L Sinclair, Daydawn, Netherhall gdns, South Hampstead : 

Rararex & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send their names 

and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles John Rafard, 

4, Union ter, Taw Vale parade, Barnstaple. Le Brasseur & Bowen, Newport, Mon, 

solors for liquidator ¢ 

Rerose Destruorors, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 15, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to F H Firth, 249, 

Dashwood House, 9, New Br st : 

Saw Pasio Nirsate Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to sendin 
their names and addresees, and the i of their debts or claims, to Sir Robert 
Harvey and James Edwards, 55 and 56, Bishopsgate st Within. Budd & Co, Austin 
Friars, solors for liquidators nets 

Scorr Syeut Ser Inrensiryine Gas Lamp Co, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
Aug 18, directed to heard before Bigham, J, at the Ro Courts of Justice, Strand, og 
Aug 31,at11. Terrell & Varley, Copthall av, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Aug 30 

Waicut & Burier Lamp Manvracturine Co, Luarzp—Creditors are required, on o 
before Sept 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts o 
claims, to Cephas Butler and Arthur Henry Gibson, 39, Waterloo st, Birmingham, 
Pinsent & Co, solors for liquidators 


London Gazette.—Totspay, Aug. 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LiTep In CHANCERY. 


Caves Soup Beer Syxpicate, Luurep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Septimus 

Wooler Watson, 51, Palmerston House, Old Broad st. Hays & Co, Clement’s hn, 

solors for liquidator 

Cuevsea Patacs Synpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Tozer, 
37, Walbrook. Wells & Sons, Paternoster row, solors for liquidator 

Euston, Limrrep.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Tozer, 37, Walbrook 
Wells & Sons, Paternoster row, solors to the liquidator : 

Gotpen Lear, Liwmitep (in Votuntary LiquipatTion)—Creditors are required, On oT 
before Sept 9, to the’r names and addresses, and the particulars of their Gebta 
claims, to J H Byrne, 81, Gracechurch st Parker & Richardson, New Broad st, solors 
the liquidator 

J. Bakewe.tt & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 6, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Bakewell, 46, 
King William st Whitehouse & Co, Jewry House, Old Jewry, solors to liquidator 

“ Kyicut or tHE Cross” Tuc Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 4, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Jon 
Edward Prendiville, 3, New Quay, Liverpool. Miller & Son, solors for liquidator 

Morcay, Marsa, & Co, Luntep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 17, directed to 
be heard Oct 25, Sharpe & Co, New ct, Carey st, for Hughes & Masser, Coventry, 
solors for petmer Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Sevesn anp Cama Carryine Co, Limtep—Creditors are wogripet on or before Sept 2, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, f 
Reginald Martin Danks, Charlton House, Hartlebury, Worcester : 

Simpson Cave Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before Sept 24, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Steele, 4, 

Ridgefield, Manchester. Simpson & Simpson, Manchester, solors for the liquidator 

Wa rsamstow Parace, Limitrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Tozer, 

87, Walbrook. Wells & Sons, Paternoster row, solors to the liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cia. 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Aug. 16. 


Beaumont, Frepericx, Leeds, Timekeeper Sept3 HF & W Pullan, Leeds 
Berton, Saran Ann, Gorleston, Suffolk Sept 24 Waters, Gt Yarmouth 
Bentiey, Joun, Hollinwood, nr Oldham, Labourer t7 Taylor, Oldham 
Braviey, Anniz, South Shields Sept12 Tindle, South Shields 
Drapes, Josera, Oxford, Solicitor’s Clerk Sept 20 Walsh, Carfax, Oxford 
Dyson, ALFRED, Grays, 8, Chemist Sept 20 Capron & Co, Grays 
Frie.tp, Gzorce, Heaton, Bradford Sept 24 Stamford & Metcalfe, Bradford 
Fincu-Harron, The Hon Hagotp Heneaaeg, Piccadilly Sept 14 Lawrence & Co, New 
sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Gayce, Epwin WiiuiAm Henry, Dalston, Schoolmaster Dunkerton & Soa, 
Bedford row 
Ha.Lewe., Daviz, Leeds Aug22 Day & Yewdall, Leeds 
Hepaecock, Pur, Brighton Sept 29 k & Cane, Brighton 
Hepiey-Peex, Francois, Outwood, Suri Sept 30 Wilson & Co, Copthall bldgs 
Hupsox, Joseru, Birch Vale, Derby, Builder sept 30 Johnsons, Stockport 
James, ALICE, Bromley by Bow Sept17 Anning & Co, Cheapside 
James, Isatan, Bromley by Bow Sept17 Anning & Co, Cheapside 
JowEs, Henry, Glaslwch Farm, 8t Woollos,Mon Sept 20 Wade & Son, Newport, Mo 
Lams, Exvizasetu, Richmond, Surrey Sept 15 Senior & Furbank, Richmond, Surrey 
Magrwanp, Rosert, Oldham, Colliery Proprietor Sept 14 Sixsmith, Oldham 
Mostaavue, Samox., Walthamstow Aug29 B & F Tolhurst & Cox, Southend on Sea 
NicHoison, Taomas, Gateshead, Builder Sept 10 Stainton, South Shields 
Noermay, Exvizabera, Stone, Staffs Sept 20 Birch, Stone, Staffs 
Owen, Joun, Knighton, Radnor, Ironmonger Sept 30 Wallis, Hereford 
PALLANT, WALTER, Strand, Stock Jobber Sept 26 Slark & Co, Southampton st, Strand 
Pauvor. Faxpruick, Melbourne, Victoria, Australia, Clerk Jan1 Marcy & Co, Bewdley, 
orcester 
Pecxirt, Joun, Sidley, British Columbia Sept 16 Gray € Dodsworth, York 
Peckitt, Frances, Carlton Husthwaite, Yorks Sept 16 Gray & Dodsworth, York 
Pixper, Janz, Easington in Holderness, Yorks Sept 30 Park & Son, Hull 
PLowman, Georce Hesevtive, Exeter Sept 14 Jerman & Thomas, Exeter 
Powzrscouat, Mervyy Epwagp Viscount, KP, Portland pl Sept 15 Dixon & Son, Sav 
mans, The Savoy 
Ropinson, Witt1am, Plas Yw Nannerch, Flint, Farmer Aug 23 Evans, Denbigh 
Rosinsos, Acrzs, Plas Yw Nannerch, Flint Aug 23 Evans, Denbigh 
Suargock, WiiL1AM, Eccleston, nr 8t Helens, Lancs Sept 14 Frodsham, St Helens 
Suiru, Saran, Sparkhill, Bir: ham Aug29 Sharpley, Birmingham 
Tetiey, Cecitia Jane, Bidston, Chester Sept 24 Whitley & Co, Liverpool 
Torxixoton, Marcaret, Southsea, Hants t 29 Allen, Portsmouth 
Tronson, Harner Jeay, Longridge rd, Earl’s Court Sept 30 Theobald, New 
Lincoln’s inn 
Waxewan, Emity, Southsea, Southampton Oct1 Horne & Co, Staines 
Wirnexs, Hexey Aura, Kew Gardens egt 30 Sugden & Harford, Lronmoogn 
orcester, i) 


Sept 15 











Workman, Joseru Baxer, Gt Ham) F Sept 29 B 
‘0 a pton, ‘armer pt 
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6 Aug 27, 1904. 

— : 

sf ple, ° Harrms & Co, W J, Liverpool, Metal Merchants Aug 30 a Batty Neath, Builder Neath Pet Augié Ord 
er . > icto! erpool 

. at 13 Of 35, Li sage AF wg Tuomas B Epwanp, Abertridwr, nr Cardiff, Assistant Fire- 


In, solors for B ru N Hargis, Lovts, Plymouth, Butcher Aug 30 at ll 6 
ank ptcy otices. Athenzeum ter, Plymouth ‘ . man Pontypridd Pet ‘Aug 16 pd 
- bP ail pS - a sou Gainsborough, Small be Dealer Aug a =~ ane? Oud at — Sorthyr Tydfil 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 19. 27 
Horton, CHARLES, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufac- wows, Tox, Aberaman, Aberdare, Tailor Aberdare 


Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Linco’ 
d their names RECEIVING ORDERS. ff Rec, Brid s, Northam; 
turer Aug 30 at 12.80 O — = ae Wanres, Will , Stafford, Journeyman Baker 


John Rafare, ton 
ewport, M snows, Rosent, Middlesbrough, Grocer Middlesbrough Canterbury, Furniture Dealer A verhampton Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 15 
~ Pet Augé Ord Aug 15 ern fe oe Castle e, Canterbury ~~ Soya J pve yf nag _ Specialist Preston 
et Aug ug 1 


South 
their Bosury & PACKHAM, <9 Dairymen uthamp- Husves, Sogee Sass, and Arpert CiapHam, Leeds, Townsox, Joszru, Bolton, Fete Bolton Pet Aug 16 
gineers 


, to send 

H Firth, Pet Aug3 Ord Au 

7 Pi ay tem, Davphulme, f Farmer Salford Pet Aug ug 29 at 12 Off Reo, 22, Park Ord Aug 16 

t 1, to sendin 17 Ord Aug 17 row, Warp, Beyxsamin Samet, Bilston, Stafford, ae Butcher 

© Sir Robert @xssvaway, ABRAHAM, Exmouth, Carpenter Exeter Pet | Lawr, Groncr, Brighton, Carter Aug 30 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Wolverhampton Pet Aug 13 Ord A Aug 15 

& Co, Austin Augié Ord Aug 16 Pavilion bidgs, Brighton Watson, CHARLEs, + or Butcher arrington Pet 
Gurvitas, Taomas, Camberwell House eg Peckham | Moors, Hanoy Witt1am, Garforth, York, Orde Dealer Augil5 Ord Aug 15 

rd HighCourt Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 Aug 29at11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield Wenvt, GrorcE Msosam, Upton nr Widnes, Lancs 

Butcher Liverpool Augi7 Ord Aug 17 


up, Presented 
e, Strand, oa Honatzs & Co, W J, Liverpool, Metal Merchants Liver- | Morais, JosEPH, Shineton, nr Cressage, salop, Hay and 
Dealer Aug 27 at 10.30 Off Reo, 42, St John’s | Wurretzy, Roserr -» Crowle, mr Doncaster, Coal 
t 


of appearing pool Pet Fs uly 28° Ord Aug 15 

ug 3 a Hasrt, Vig CuTHBERT, Sane, | rend 8 Assistant hill, Shrewsbury - oom, natn Sheffield Pet July8 Ord Aug 17 

quired, on or Norwich Pet Aug 17 Aug 1 M Samust, and AsranAm Morris. 8 ing 

heir debts or Hownanp, Freperick, Canterbury, Furniture Dealer goth Aug 3latll Off Rec, 22, Park Tow, Amended So ~ a + oe es in the 


ong prt ™ Aug 13 A! Aug 13 On Leet Leeds 
ee eee AAS, © soggy Soha gle oe | N ArTHUR Josurs, Nottingham, Grocer Aug 30 | Szewarp, AtBERT CoRNELIUS, Weeti, Kent, Farrier 
Electrical Engineers Leeds Pet July 22 Ord Aug 15 see Jastle ? ham Green 

Layt, GrorGE, frighton, Carter Brighton Pet Aug 16 1.30 Off Rec 4,‘ pl, Fark at, Notting wes Sh Amye Gaye 


Aug 16 
Lavy, Mons, <; na Tailor High Court Pet July 
Ord Aug 13 


Birmingham, 


P , Wituram Joun, Frampton on Severn, Glos, 
sugges Wasi 17.at12 Off Rec, Station rd, Glouces- London Gazetie.—Turspay, Aug 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


4 ter 
Oct 1, to send Luoyp, Joux Moreanx, Swindon, Grocer Swindon Pet | Prrxretox, Joserx, Toddington, Lancs, Mill Furnirher 
1 Septimus Augi17 Ord Aug 17 Aug 30at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton ALEXANDER, THOMAS, jeteoaer, Butcher Leicester Pet 
ement’s In, LoapER, Henry, ae, Brick Manufacturer Poole | QuarrineTox, Jonn, Faversham, Kent, Greengrocer Aug Aug 20 Ost Sas ® 
27 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury Axoy, James, Thurnscoe ens 0 Colliery Labourer 
Sheflield Pet Aug 19 Ord A 


4 Marraews, SAMUEL, Old m Butcher Oldham Pet Aug A t 
Raixsow, Comes | Hewry, Rugby, Builder ug 30 at 12 Brapikzy, James. Mortlake. > Wandsworth Pet 


fenry Tozer, BR 16 Ord Aug 16 
Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
Meuze, Arraur, Howden, York, Licensed Victualler Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 
r names and Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 —, Ghoses Wintzan, Ba md mene Brows, Egyest iow ix, Nottingham, \ cee Agent 
37, Walbrook Mopietoy, Joux, Woodhouse, nr Doncaster, Farmer 3 , 4 Nottingham Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 
ied, Sheffield Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 Suanre, Frepsrick, Rugby, Builder Aug 30 atil Off | Borrerrietp, HartLEy, Burnley, House Agent Burnley 
hel On. OF Nessirt, Tuomas, and Witu1am Corpetr, Manchester, Rec, 8. High st, Coventry J . Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 
rr dete Estate Agent Manchester Pet Augi17 Ord Aug 17 | Sorer, Gzorcr, oe Dorset, vaaee ame Davizs, Marrna, Gouthamgten, Tailor Southampton 
st, solors fo Nomuay, Cuartes Epwarp and ArTHur Avcusrus Maker Aug 29 at 12.45 Off Ree, City chmbrs, ae Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 19 
Noauan, Battersea High st, Tailors Wandsworth Pet st, Salisbury Dicks, Horatio MATTHew, Delce, Rochester, Butcher 
to send their Aug15 Ord Aug 15 Stevens, Caantes Frepertcx, Melgund rd, Highbury, Rochester Pet Augi9 Ord Aug 19 
Bakewell, Pumrotrs, Epwarp, Llanelly, Boot Manufacturer Car- Solicitor’s Clerk Aug 30 at 12 Bankruptey bidys, Dosses, ALBERT exer, Leeds, Piano Dealer Leeds Pet 
lidator marthen Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 1 Carey st 18 Ord 
refore Oct 4, Puxincton, Joszpu, To’ on, Lancs, Mill Furnisher | Trxxorsox, Wri.iam, Colne, James, Sous Aug 29 at OHN, m, Jos, King’s, eat, Worcester, Boot Dealer Bir- 
a to John Bolton “Pet Aug16 Ord Aug 16 10.80 ‘Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Pres 18 Ord Aug 18 
' nal Quarzinctox, Joun, Faversham, Kent, Carter Canterbury | Townson, JosEPH, Bolton, Joiner yo 30 at 3.30 19, <<... Ret AYE. ARD, pen Tea Merchant 
: Oona Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 Exchange st, Bolton High Court Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 23 
| a ie Claes Peet Ponte Be Wareox, Rozent, Kirton, Lincs, Farmer Aug 81 at 12.15 Faseen, Geseee Gutnsa, Lavage, Aomuatens Lvee 
Rosezts, Jonn, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Tailor Car- | werner yee atgg? om = rd, Wandsworth Common | 48D1ver, HH, Queen Mp st, Yd Contractor High 
fare Bont ® %, marthen Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 ‘Aug’29 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge Court’ Pet June 22 Ord a’ 
r claims, fo a, * s ponrny Rugby, Builder Coventry Pet Aug | woopar., ARTHUR, Crumpaall, Mai Manchester, Tailor Aug met Co, Geen Victoria st * igh Court Pet May 
» send their aousron, Joun RotHwE t, Moston, Manchester, Plu nber $1 at 2.30 Off Reo, Byrom st, GARDNER, lard, } st, Strand High Court Pet July 
ry Steele, 14, Manchester Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 15 ADJUDICATIONS. 25 Ord Aug 19 
uidator F Sravexs, CHARntes Freperick, Melguod rd, Highbury, : . GrsBs, woanen Heyer, Saxmundham, Suffolk, Builder 
‘0 send their Solicitor’s Clerk High Court Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug i6 | BuRBRows, Rosert, Middlesbrough, Grocer Middlesbrough Ipswich Pet Aug8 ‘Ord Aug 18 
Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 15 Gittpam, Frank Kexsnaw, Tiverton High Court Pet 


lenry Tozer, Srawart, C P 2 Pi ‘ 
Aug 17 Ord Aug 7 a we - Cooke, Vervoy Russe. pe Laxpre, Undereliffe, Medical Aug i9 Ord Aug 19 
Turton, Davin, Meltham, nr eee 1d, Grocer Practitioner Bradford Pet July4 Ord “ye 17 Haixsworts, Jonn Sreap, Preston, Hardware Dealer 
Hadderstield’ Pet Aug15 Ord Aug E.uiorr, Joux, Haslemere, Surrey, Carman Guildford Preston ‘Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 19 
Taomas, Davip, Neath, Builder Neath’ Pet Aug 16 Ord Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 13 Hawyv.ey, Haray, Shareshill, or Wolverhampton, Farmer 
Ang 16 GREENAWAY, geen Exmouth, Carpenter Exeter Pet Wolverhampton Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 
Taouas, Epwarp, Abertridwr, Cardiff, Assistant Fireman Aug 16 Ord Aug - ne ~s Lawzence, Holborn . - - > 2 
Ponty idd Pet Aug 16 Ord Au Grice. Josera. Watermillock, Sapna, Farmer Car- High Court Pet July 27 Ord Aug 19 
Tuomas, Tuomas, Dowlais, Grocer Sierthyr Tydfil Pet lisle Pet July 27 Ord Aug 15 wean, Paty, Picton st, Camberwell, , Peainere Dealer 
Augi7 Ord Aug 17 Hanrris, Cornevivs, Cradley Heath, Stafford, Chain Manu- High Court Pet Aug 3 Ord Aug 19 
Tuomas, Tuomas, Aberaman, Aberdare, Tailor Aberdare facturer Dudley Pet July 11 Ord Aug 15 Jenkins, Tuomas Hewyry, Sal —\ ee Baker 
Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 Hartt, ~ Curusert, Cromer, Ironmonger’s Assistant Birmingham Pet July 27 we "a 
Too.e, Coartes JosEra, uo Hair Specialist Pres- Norwich Pet Aug it Ord Aug eft Laraam, James Freperick, D cand, Catpénter Dudley 
. ton Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 —_ - Coma 2 Ord Ang 1 8 _— Bishopsgate High = ug 20 vs, a - 
WNsON, Jos Bolt e ers Court 
‘ a, on, Joiner Bolton Pet Aug 16 tential, Gainnne ton, Stra — ro = — ~ diel ct oekbrok: igh Cou 
Ord Aug BERT Dick, High Wycombe, Cabinet Manu- 


Warsox, Coartes, Runcorn, Chester, Butcher Liverpool Pet Aug 11 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 4 How .anp, FREDERICK, + pe Dealer Can- facturer Aylesbury Pet Aug 18 yous, Aug 18 
Sxpt, Gronce Micnart, Upton, nr Widnes, Butcher terbury Pet Aug 13 oe —s FREDERICK GEoRGE, a et, Fine Art 
Liverpool Pet Aug 17 ord Aug 17 Txoram, pom a é a, Keg 18 General Dealer Publisher High Court Pet, July Ord Aug 19 
High © AEN, Langf ) 
& Co, New Amended notices substituted for that published in the Kinsman, Frepericx yo Kalin yy Redland, ev ae a * Ord A ; 20 cediapren 
London Gazette of Aug 9: Corn Merchant Bristol Pet A’ Ord ay Porter, Gasust. Thrussington, oe Manu- 
ton & Son, Srwied, Atpert Conxetivs, Woolwich, Kent, Farrier | LANT, Grorar, Brighton, Carter ton “Aug 16 facturer Leicester Pet Aug 18 Ord i 
Greenwich Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 3 Ord Aug 16 PRALL, Hanay Henson, 5 Dre ie, Kent, 
Lew as JAMES; pen 7 5 naartly cova, Solicito: July 14 rd J Aug 18 
FIRS Cotton Brokers Liverpoo y ug 1 Rosgagts, THOMAS, bourer Bangor Pet Aug 17 
dgs Axprew, Josrrx B : Paint L ter, Cor ee Onl Aug i? : sprig Ord s YY wi > 
‘ aLDwin, Aylestone, Leicester, m- 7 ug 1 r Regent st, Moneylender High Cour; Pet 
al Traveller Aug 29 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge Tagen Romane oo Brick Manufacturer Poole July 29 Ord aug __ 
et 13 rc es -h seuss Dopson, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet A 
vport, Mon ) ury, Engineer Aug 29 at 11 Bank- ahasiniwe Shnvat, Ok , Butcher Oldham Pet Aug ° 0 - 
Surrey Bo Tuptey bldgs, Cag ot 16 Ord 1 eR 8 , Birmingham, Metal Me rclien's 
AST, _o" Tatb Staffs, Innkeeper Aug 27 at | Meuizr, Arruur, Howden, York, Licensed fenie Birmingham Pet = ing? Aug 18 
on Sea 1.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent upon Hull Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug Teppert, Wrnssas Leicester, Boot Manufacturer 
ws, Ropert, Middlesbrough, Grocer Aug 30 at 11 | MippLeTow, teen, wet# Sheffield, a. * sheffield Leicester Pet 20 Ord Aug 20 
rad y , 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough Pet Augi7 Ord —= Titsrone, Bay ewcastle under Lyme, Earthenware 
on he RTHUR, Shirebrook, Derby, Grocer Aug 30 at 12 | Newsy, Epwix Ray, Norwich, Umbrella Manufacturer Manufacture®t Hanley Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug is 
it, Strand Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham Norwich_ Pet pial; Ord Aug 17 Wane, Reemarp Desest, Withypool, Devon Taunton 
o, Bewdley, Ro toa LER, Nottingtam. uilder Aug 31 at | Parirorrs, morn kt . oe Pw a Manufacturer Car- Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 
ark st, Nottingham marthen Pet Aug 17 ug 17 Waneeazs, Tpomas Neath, Mason Neath Pet Aug 20 
| aah, Beara, Hilingdon V Village, Middlesex Sept | Pr:xrvatox, Josern, ee, Ze Lanes, Mill Furnisher Ord Aug 20 ae 
ork Conn 12_ 14, Bedford Bolton Pet Aug 16 O a * vo ‘Iuomas, Aston Manor, Warwitk, Baker Bir- 
zx, Henny, and ell Curwey, Preston, Timber | QuarRineTon, Joan, Faversham, Kent, Carter Canterbury m Pet July 2 Oot a Anes 19 
Merchants Aug 80 at 2.15 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 Waseem Aaeas Motor Dealer Stock- 
Bon, Sav't oun verpool Rivina, Tomas. " Painter Preston Pet ton on Tees "it Ane ¥ Aug 17 “oan 17 
Here Many Janz, Pewsey, Wilts, Cycle Agent Aug Aug 17. Ord Aug 17 Wuiremay, CLarEnce moro, Bexhil, Bailder ailder Hastings 
igh Gonpas, 4. Off Reo, Ree, 60, Regent ci circus, _~ ~m Rosgxts, Jou, , Carmarthen, Tailor Car- Pet Aug6 Ord A 
: H er Davies, marthen Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 16 WItxixson, Jocara, Somerset, Tailor Yeovil 
{elens ouse Furn ishers Aug 27 at 11 117, St 7 Moe Gansnsn, Passamon, ugby, er Coventry Pet Aug Ord A’ aug 
ll Aug 11 Wixper, Wituiam Cxaaaces, Haverstock Hill, Publican 
tH AM, Exmouth, Carpenter (Sept 8 at | Stevens, Cuaries Farpericx, M uly 12 Ord Aug 18 
ff Reo, 9, Bedford cirous, Exeter . Solicitor’s Clerk High Court Pet Aug is cass) Se Be 
New §} Tuomas, ‘Camberwell House Asylum, Peckham | Stewart, CHARLES, Pesance, Plumber ‘Tru: in Pet Aug FIRST MEETINGS. 


Aug 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 17 Ord Aug 17 


Gr ». Watermillock, Farmer Aug 29 | Tay1o! Davip, _ Meltham, =. Huddersfield; Grocer | Best, Saucvet Jaues, Plymouth, ooo Traveller 
Reo, 34 seg Huddersfield’ Pet Aug 18 Agi pee ael j taeet sn ce 


ong i Fussy 4 Fisher st, Coie T F P Treotalte na i 
y . neo. ‘armer Aug 31 at AY. REDBRICK Péroy, s mM, s inn, 
145 dand 6, W. eat st Boston aati: Solicitor High Oourt Pet June id Ord Aug Sept 2 at 12 Oa hak, & Castle pl. Park 
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Buexix, W E, Penge, Kent Sept lat 11.50 2, Railway 
app, London Bridge 

Corrie, Epwarp, Liverpool, Cake Manufacturer Aug 31 
at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Davies, Marrua, Sane ey Tailor Aug 3lat 3 Off 
Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

Dicxs, Horatio Matruew, Rochester, Kent, Butcher 
Sept 5 at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester 

Dosson, ALBERT Henry, Leeds, Piano Dealer Sept 1 at 
230 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey at 

Dopsox, Epwarp, Sheffield, Hay Dealer Aug 31 at 11 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Epsury, Wituiam, and Horace Packuam, Southampton, 
Dairymen Aug 81 at 4 Off Rec, Midland Bank 
chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

Even, Joun Tuomas, West Hartlepool, Draper Sept 1 at 3 
Off Rec, 24, John st, Sunderland 

Epripce, Cuartes Epwarp, Croydon, Tea Merchant Aug 
81at2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Epwarps, Georcz Russett, Broomwood rd, Clapham, 
a Aug 31 at 12.30 24, Bailway app, London 

ri 

Py NY Pentre, Boot Dealer Sept 1 at 12 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Euusorr. Joun, Haslemere, surrey, Carman Sept 1 at 12.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Gisss, Witt1am Hewsy, Saxmundham, Suffolk, Builder 
Sept 1 at 2.30 Lecture Saloon, 13, Tavern st, Ipswich 

Gisson, Wiitt1am Henry, Stirchley, Worcester Sept 6 at 
12 174, Corporation st, ——— ™m 

Haicu, Cuarxes, Conisbcrough, York, Carter Aug 31 at 
1130 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Hasvvuck, Lawrence, Holborn viaduct, Chartered Account- 
ant Sept 2at2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hemurnes, Atrreep James, Webbs rd, Battersea, Draper 
Sept 2.at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Houwtaxp, Epwix Watter, Birmingham, Hardware Mer- 
chant Septlatil 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Levy, Morris, Harlesden, Tailor Sept 5 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lonosottom, AtBert Kirk, Terrington St John, Norfolk, 
Miller Sept3at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

MoQuvzen, Frepezick Grorce, Haymarket, Fine Art Pub- 
usher Sept 7 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Meier, Artuur, Howden, York, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 3lat11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Muar, Anprew, Moss Side, nr Manchester, General 
Wood Worker Aug 8lat3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

Mimtevx, Epovarp, Denmark hill, Grocer Sept 2 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Nessirt, Tuomas, and Wituram Corpett, Manchester, 
Estate Agents Septlat3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man 
chester 

Newman, Joun A J, Nunhead Septiat 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Purtrotts, Epwarp, Lianelly, Boot Manufacturer Aug 
31 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Roserts, Joun, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Tailor Aug 31 
at 12 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 


Sarrery, W A, Regent st, Money Lender Sept 2 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

SautmarsH, Epwarp, Chelmsford, Essex, Builder Aug 31 
at12 Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Sroxes, Freperick, Streatham hill, Company Manager 
Aug 31 at 11.30 24, Railwayapp, London Bridge 

Tay.or, Davin, Meltham, York, Grocer Septlat 3 Off 

, Prudential bldgs, New st, Huddersfield 

Tuomas, Davin, Neath, Builder Sept 1 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
31, ra rd, Swansea 

Tururp, Water, Willenhall, Staffs, Journeyman Baker 
Sept 2at11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


Wanp, Benxsamin Samvet, Bilston, Staffs, Pork Butcher 
Aug 31 at 12.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Watson, Cuaries, Runcorn, Butcher Sept 2 at 10.50 
Court house, Palmyra sq, Warrington 

Warretey, Rosert Jonn, Crowle, nr Doncaster, Coal 

t Aug 3lati12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Wuu1ams, Davin Jonny, Dowlais, Ironmonger Aug, 31 at 
12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wrutamson, Evcar Tomas, Birmingham, Plumber Sept 
6at11 174, Corporation st, Birmmgham 

Wiper, Witu1am Cuarzezs, Hamgewel, Publican Sept 1 
ati11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atzxanper, Tuomas, Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet 
Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 
Axon, James, Thurnscoe, York, Colliery Labourer Sheffield 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 
Bayzs, Gzorcz, HM Prison, Northampton, Farmer 
Northampton Pet July 26 Ord Aug 19 
Braprey, James, Mortlake, Artist Wandsworth Pet Aug 
18 Ord Aug 18 
Brown, Erxest Epwix, Nottingham, Commission Agent 
Ni Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 
Borrerriztp, Hartiey, Burnley, House Agent Burnley 
Pet Aug 20 _. Aug 20 
Cotims, Cuartes Gizx, Ashley gdns High Court Pet 
July 1 Ord Aug 19 ee . 
E, Epwarp, Liverpool, Cake Manufacturer Liver- 
Pet June 30 Ord Aug 20 
Covrtyey, Jacos Hivxman, Warblington, Hants, Farmer 
uth Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 17 
Covrtygy, Wittiam, Warblin , Hants, Farmer Ports- 
mou Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 17 
Ceaace, Percy Hanoxp, Billingsgate Market, Fish Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 19 
Lewin, _ — Lzorotp Crawoovr, 
Court rd, Furniture Dealers High Court 
“ map vm 4 a Aug 19 . 
ULY, I, an ENRY Pitr Best, Bartholomew close 
Manufacturers of Dressing Gowns High Court Pet 
+ Augill Ord Aug 18 “6 ™ 
AvVizs, Marrua, uthampton, Tailor Southampton 
prog fen aE , 
KS, RATIO TTHEW, Delce, Rochester, Butcher 
Rochester Pet Augi9 Ord Aug 19 ‘ 


Crawoou 





Dopson, ALpErt Henry. Lesds, Piano Dealer Leeds Pet | C ANADIAN PACIFIC RAIL th 
COMPANY. oH 


Augi18 Ord Aug 18 

Dove, Joun, King’s Heath, Worcester, Boot Dealer Bir- 
mingham Pet Aug18 Ord Aug 18 

Epsury, Witi1am and Horace Packxam, Southampton, 
Dairymen Southampton PetAug3 Ord Aug 18 

Farreurn, James, Tunbridge Wells, Contractor Tunbridge 
Wells PetJune 23 Ord Aug 20 

Farraurst, Joann, Worsley, Lancs, Farmer Salford Pet 
Augi7 Ord Aug 18 

GittnaM, Frank Kersuaw, Tiverton High Court Pet 
Augi9 Ord Aug 19 

Haan, Juuivs, Mincing In, Wax Importer High Court 
Pet July 18 Ord Aug 19 

Hartt, Witu1am, Snow hill, Holborn, Wholesale Confec- 
tioners High Court Pet June 23 Ord Aug 18 

Haveuton, Ricnarp Durton, Broseley, Salop, Brick 
Manufacturers Madeley, Shropshire Pet July 29 
Ord Aug 17 

LatHamM JAMES FrEpERIcK, Dudley, Worcester, Carpenter 
Dudley Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Macrean, Rosert Dick, High Wycombe, Cabinet Manu- 
facturer Aylesbury Pet Aug18 Ord Aug 18 

McLeop, Manchester rd, Notting hill, Laundry Proprietor 
High Court Pet June16 Ord Aug 18 

Maconn, James Rirouts, Brick ct, Temple, Barrister High 
Court PetMarch9 Ord Aug 20 

MicLar, ANDREW, Moss Side, nr Manchester, General Wood 
Worker Manchester Pet July 29 Ord Aug 20 

Mitwarp, George Harotp SxHarn, Langford, Oxford 
Swindon Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Norman, CHARLES Epwarp, and Avoustus ARTHUR 
Norman, Battersea High st, Tailors Wandsworth Pet 
Aug 15 Ord Aug 18 

Roserrts, THomas, Rhyl, Labourer Bangor Pet Aug 17 
Ord Aug 17 


Scuweitzer, Hyman, Sheffield, Tailor Sheffield Pet July 
5 Ord Aug 19 

Suizips, Toomas Dosson, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet 
Augi18 Ord Aug 18 


Tiutstone, Dantet, Newcastle under Lyme, Earthenware 
Manufacturer Hanley Pet aug18 Ord Aug 18 
Toots, ALEXANDER Freperick, Gresham st, Licensed Vic- 
tualler High Court Pet June 25 Ord Aug 20 

Wacstarr, Tuomas, Neath, Mason Neath and Aberavon 
Pet Aug20 Ord Aug 20 

Waener, Georce WILtiAm, and Artuur Pui.ip Bowen, 
Holbein pl, Sloane sq, Builders High Court Pet June 
16 Ord Aug 20 

Watson, Antuor, Stockton on Tees, Motor Dealer Stock- 
tonon Tees Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 

Waite, Cutmer, Twickenham High Court Pet June 22 
Ord Aug 17 

Woop, Gervass, Screveton, Notts, Innkeeper Nottingham 
Pet July 28 Ord Aug 17 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


BrearpDWELL, Wit11am Townsnenpv, The Terrace, Arcot, 
Ironmonger Kingston, Surrey Adjud Dec 14, 
1903 Annul Aug 12, 1904 
Benson, Henry, Bradford, Wholesale Tobacconist Leeds 
Adjud Feb6 Annul Aug 19 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLiciTors’ JouRNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SOLIcrroRs’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 








FFICES, PICCADILLY.—Several sets of 
Offices in the most up-to-date building in this 
thoroughfare to be Let. assenger lift, &c. Rents 
according to number of rooms required and floor, from £60 
per annum. — Full particulars from Messrs. Garrett, 
Wuire, & Potanp, 16, Hanover-street, W. 


AFL's 





COURT 
EXHIBITION. 


The Art, Industry, and Commerce of Italy on View. 


‘“VENICE BY NIGHT,” 
Realistically wugwemes in the Empress Hall. 
Forty Gondolas on Three-quarters of a Mile of Canals. 
Venetian Palaces, Churches, Bridges, and Historic 
Buildings, reproduced to scale. 

THE BLUE GROTTO OF CAPRI, 
ST. PETER’S AT ROME 
MAXIW’S CAPTIVE AIRSHIPS, 
THE ROMAN FORUM, 
And a Host of New Attractions. 
Grounds Transformed and Brilliantly Dluminated by 


Night. 
LEADING MILITARY BANDS. 
Apmission Is, Orzn 12 noon TO 11 p.m. 


ITALIAN 


‘ 





NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRES3, | 


It having been found desirable to concentrate our @ 
London Offices in the building newly erected by thisg 
pany, the present Offices of the London Secretary 
Registrar at 1, Queen Victoria-street, E.C., will bey 
manently closed at 1 p.m., on Friday, August 26th) 
New Orrices will be opened in the Canadian Pacific # 
way Company’s Building, iq 
62, CHARING CROSS, TRAFALGAR SQUARE, §) 


on Monday, August 29th next. a 
This change affects also the London Offices of all) 
Companies affiliated to the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
HARRY MOODY, 
August 23rd, 1904. 


London Secretagy. 

AW. — Managing Clerk (unadmitta 

Desires Permanent or Temporary Emplovwng 

can settle costs, prepare evidence, briefs, conduct triala,@ 

undertake special inquiries; unexceptionable referengag 
Apply, by letter, Manacer, 236, Clapham-road, 8. W, 





AW. — Advertiser Desires Situation® 
Accountant (not Cashier); thoroughly experiens 

in Accounts and Conveyancing Costs, and willing to 
useful.—Address, Francis, 107, Treharris-street, Cardiff) 


ANAGING CLERK Wanted in @ 
a4 Office, middle of September; Company, Co 
ancing, and General; only thoroughly competent man 
apply; must be under 40, of good appearance, able to 
at public meetings, and act without supervision ; liberty 
practise on terms; salary £250 to begin with, or mor 
satisfactory man,—Address, M. & Co., care of J. W. Vid 
5, Nicholas-lane, E.C. 


[ AW COSTS in all departments Draw 
4 and Settled, from papers or otherwise, for Deliver 
Taxation ; moderate terms ; experienced Draftsman, hold 
highest testimonials ; London and Provinces.—Lex, & 
Hatton & Son, 81, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


E JOHN HENRY WALTER, Deces 
—Testator died 14th March, 1904, having stated 
he had made a Will with a Solicitor in London. Will 
Solicitor having such Will communicate with us the und 
signed.—_Artaur Newton & Co., Solicitors, 23, G 
Marlborough-street, Regent-street, London, W. 


TIXVEMPORARY ASSISTANCE (Conve 

anciog or otherwise) Offered by Experienced Con 
ancer (Draftsman, Titles single-handed) ; qualified ; exe I 
lent credentials. — Conveyancer, ‘Solicitors’ Journal 
Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


AW.—GREAT SAVING.— For promp 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the follo 
writing charges :— P 


Abstracts Copied 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted 0 per sheet. 
Full Copies a tie od 2 perfolio, — 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet; Draft, $d. dite 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, By 


EW SQUARE, W.C.—A Set of Fa 
OFFICES to be LET; electric light; rent £60= 
Address, G., Fernlea, Woodside Park-road, Nori 
Finchley, N. 


]1() ESSEX STREET, STRAND (opposite 
Law Courts).—Offices to Let in this Hands 
Modern Building; rents from £25; lift, electric ligh 
lavatories (h. and c.), and strong rooms on each floor= 
Apply, Morrison & Co., Estate Agents, 10, Essex-stredh, 

Strand, W.C. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 
Baker-street Station. 
In connection with Trains and ’ Buses from all 
Well Lighted, Well Heated, and Well Ventilated. 
THE RUSSO-JAPANESE WAR. 
Life-like Portrait Models of 
H.L.M. THE CZAR OF RUSSIA, 
H.M. THE EMPEROR OF JAPAN, 
ADMIRAL ALEXEIEFF, ADMIRAL TOGO, 
GENERAL KUROPATKIN, MARQUIS ITO, 
FIELD-MARSHAL YAMAGATA, &© 





























Madame Tussaud’s Roumanian Band. 
Delightful Music. ov Afternoon Teas, 
Special Quartette in 'Tea Room. 
Admission, 1s.; Children under 12, 6d. Open 10 till 10. 
MADAME TUSSAUD’S, EXHIBITION. 


GYPTIAN HALL.—England’s Home of 
Mystery. Established 30 years.—Lessee and Manage, 
Mr. J. N. elyne.—DAILY, at Three and Eight, me 
Christmas Programme, brimful of fun, wonder, and 
including the greatest mystery of modern times, 
‘ , I'M ——!!” Invented by Herr Valadon, Ti 
mechanism devised ie. Nevil Maskelyne, 

THE PHILOSOPHER'S STONE.—In consequence 
the = favour.with which the Merry Magical Romande 
has See ean eatin in the poogeemene. 

A new and beautiful series of Animated Pho 

Prices 5é., 38.,23.,and 1s. Children under 12 
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